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1. Claims 1-17,66-80 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 , it is not clear whether or not "at least one router'' recited in line 7 is the 
same as "a router" recited in line 5. Same error appears in claims 1 1 and 66. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the Invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1,2,4-7,9,10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Robbins et al (US 2002/0021 689). 

Regarding claim 1, Robbins et al disclose a method and Apparatus for 
transparent internet mobility management comprising a plurality of subnetworks (LAN of 
fig. 14), each subnetwork comprising at least one network switch (LAN inherently 
comprising the switch); and at least one air access ppint (AP of fig. 14) comprised of an 
air interface, an access control module (inherently as a media access controller) and a 
router (LAN inherently comprises router to route the packet); at least one router (MR of 
fig. 14) that is connected to the network switch of each of the plurality of subnetworks; 
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and at least one gateway router (Router of fig. 14) that is connected to the plurality of 
subnetworks. 

Regarding claim 2, Robbins et al disclose the limitation "wherein the gateway 
router is coupled to a mobile telephone network" (para. 0029, 0030). 

Regarding claims 4,5, Robbins et al disclose the limitation "wherein the gateway 
router is coupled to a network operated by a service provider which is a virtual operator" 
(WAN l/F Router is connected ISP service provider in fig. 14, para. 0029). 

Regarding claims 6,7,9, Robbins et al disclose the limitation "wherein a server 
having a data base of mobile subscriber public keys is coupled to the network operated 
by the service provider and the access control module authenticates a nrabile 
subscriber that is accessing the wireless network by requesting subscriber public keys 
stored in the database" (para. 029 comprising Authentication and security (encryption)). 

Regarding claim 10, Robbins et al disclose the limitation "wherein a mobile 
subscriber is assigned an IP address dynamically when the mobile subscriber access 
the wireless network" (para. 0051 ). 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 3,8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robins etal. 

Regarding claim 3, Robins et al disclose all the claimed subject matter as 
described in previous paragraph except that the gateway router is connected to PSTN 
network. To connect the gateway router to PSTN network would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art in order to route the call from wireless subscriber to wired 
subscriber. 

Regarding claim 8, Robbins et al disclose a gateway router but fail to disclose a 
plurality gateway router. However, to connect a plurality of gateway routers would have 
been obvious to one killed in the art to route the packet from one network to another 
network. 

6. Claims 1 1-17,66-80 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AJIT G. PATEL whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3140. The examiner can normally be reached on MONDAY-THURSDAY. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wellington Chin can be reached on 571-272-3134. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http.7/pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Ajit Patel 
Pifmary Examiner 



